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We study the emergence of non-Gaussian quantum features in pulsed squeezed light generation
with a mesoscopic number (i.e., dozens to hundreds) of pump photons. Due to the strong opti-
cal nonlinearities necessarily involved in this regime, squeezing occurs alongside significant pump
depletion, compromising the predictions made by conventional semiclassical models for squeezing.
Furthermore, nonlinear interactions among multiple frequency modes render the system dynam-
ics exponentially intractable in naive quantum models, requiring a more sophisticated modeling
framework. To this end, we construct a nonlinear Gaussian approximation to the squeezing dynam-
ics, defining a “Gaussian interaction frame” (GIF) in which non-Gaussian quantum dynamics can
be isolated and concisely described using a few dominant (i.e., principal) supermodes. Numerical
simulations of our model reveal non-Gaussian distortions of squeezing in the mesoscopic regime,
largely associated with signal-pump entanglement. We argue that the state of the art in nonlinear
nanophotonics is quickly approaching this regime, providing an all-optical platform for experimental
studies of the semiclassical-to-quantum transition in a rich paradigm of coherent, multimode non-
linear dynamics. Mesoscopic pulsed squeezing thus provides an intriguing case study of the rapid
rise in dynamic complexity associated with semiclassical-to-quantum crossover, which we view as a

correlate of the emergence of new information-processing capacities in the quantum regime.

I. INTRODUCTION

Harnessing the quantum-mechanical nature of opti-
cal fields promises a route towards achieving quantum-
enhanced performance in a wide variety of applica-
tions in quantum information and engineering [IH3].
The generation and control of squeezed light particu-
larly stand out as an important gateway to the field of
quantum optics [4, B]: In addition to its foundational
role in establishing concepts like quantum entanglement
and teleportation in optical systems [6] [7], the genera-
tion of high-quality squeezed light is an essential build-
ing block for quantum technologies such as continuous-
variable quantum computation [8 9], Gaussian boson
sampling [10, 1], and metrology [12, [13], among many
others [14H10].

In this context, the use of ultra-short pulses is an at-
tractive technological option [I7H20]. High peak intensi-
ties significantly reduce the average pump powers needed
to generate non-classical light [2T], 22], mitigating the
need for high-Q, low-bandwidth resonators ubiquitous in
continuous-wave devices. Furthermore, the multimode
nature of pulses enables manipulation of the quantum
state of light over a high-dimensional set of spectral-
temporal channels, e.g., via temporal pulse-shaping [23-
25]. These advantages are further amplified by recent
advances in the fabrication of photonic devices with
nanoscale transverse field confinement, enabling highly
nonlinear dispersion-engineered interactions [26] [27].
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In fact, classical scaling arguments suggest that this
emerging class of nonlinear-optical devices, with strong
field confinement in both space and time, is poised to
reach an unprecedented regime of attojoule-per-pulse op-
eration [27]. It is natural to ask, therefore, when and how
we might expect the quantum nature of the propagating
fields to play an important role in engineering photon-
ics at this scale. Unfortunately, the conventional tools
of quantum optics developed to study few-photon inter-
actions [28H31] cannot readily be applied to this meso-
scopic regime, in which a complete description for the
propagation dynamics critically requires understanding
the interplay between both semiclassical features such
as strong squeezing and non-classical features such as
Wigner-function negativity [32H34]. Physically, in the
case of pulsed squeezed light generation, this mesoscopic
regime is characterized by strong squeezing and signifi-
cant pump depletion induced by dozens to hundreds of
pump photons.

Further complicating matters, the multimode nature
of quantum pulse propagation in a strongly nonlinear
medium is highly nontrivial. As indicated even by lin-
ear analysis of pulsed squeezing, photons in a broadband
pulse experience complicated spectral-temporal entangle-
ment [35] B6], for which we only have analytic treatments
in the regime of weak nonlinearities [37]. Multimode ef-
fects are also well known to cause difficulties for the real-
ization of pulsed quantum logic gates [38], and careful dis-
persion control and pulse shaping techniques have been
developed in various contexts to realize (quasi-)single-
mode gate operations [20] 22] 23]. But in the mesoscopic
regime, any similar attempts to harness ultrafast quan-
tum coherence face a significant modeling problem: The



combination of non-Gaussian features with multimode
entanglement produce complex nonlinear dynamics that
often require exponentially large Hilbert-space dimension
to describe in conventional models [39, [40]. Therefore, we
require more sophisticated model-reduction techniques
that make use of physical intuition to realize more concise
representations of the dynamics in this regime [41].

Mature frameworks for describing multimode entangle-
ment in pulsed squeezing are readily available through
the use of Gaussian-state models [42] [43], in which quan-
tum fluctuations and correlations are assumed to follow
Gaussian statistics under weak nonlinearities. Gaussian-
state models are especially efficient when combined with
supermode techniques that can be used to identify re-
duced sets of spectral-temporal waveforms that dominate
the multimode entanglement structure [35H37, [44]. As we
move towards stronger nonlinearities, however, quantum
fluctuations begin to develop non-Gaussian features [32-
34], making a Gaussian-state assumption invalid. How-
ever, even in the presence of significant nonlinear dynam-
ics, a Gaussian model can still serve as a useful leading-
order approximation to the true quantum state, provid-
ing essential information, for example, on the supermodes
in which non-Gaussian features can be expected to first
appear [45].

In this paper, we leverage these opportunities to
study full-quantum dynamics of pulsed squeezing in the
mesoscopic regime by formulating a model-reduction ap-
proach that begins with a dynamical Gaussian approx-
imation for the system dynamics going beyond conven-
tional undepleted-pump approximations. This allows us
to define a Gaussian interaction frame (GIF) in which the
non-Gaussian quantum dynamics can be efficiently pro-
jected onto a low-dimensional set of principal supermodes
dynamically inferred from the GIF. Numerical simula-
tions of the reduced models provide new insights into the
nature of quantum non-Gaussian features (e.g., Wigner-
function negativity [32]) in squeezed light generation. We
find that “non-Gaussian corruption” in the form of in-
creased quadrature noise and loss of purity due to signal-
pump entanglement can become an obstacle for quantum
applications reliant on high-quality squeezing [S8HIT].

At the same time, the exotic quantum states produced
in this mesoscopic regime also point towards novel quan-
tum applications that make use of high-bandwidth, co-
herent non-Gaussianity [33] [34], e.g., as resources for
quantum information processing [46H4g], quantum illu-
mination [49], and quantum metrology [50]. Notably,
in contrast to few-photon nonlinear quantum dynamics,
the mesoscopic pulses studied here can retain large peak
intensities that effectively enhance the nonlinear inter-
actions, mitigating hardware requirements needed to re-
alize these nonclassical features. In fact, state-of-the-art
experimental numbers for nanophotonic nonlinear waveg-
uides indicate this mesoscopic regime can be relevant in
the near future.

II. SINGLE-MODE SQUEEZING BEYOND
UNDEPLETED PUMP APPROXIMATION

In this section, we introduce a model-reduction frame-
work based on the notion of a Gaussian interaction frame
(GIF), in which nonlinear quantum dynamics can be con-
cisely captured. Our approach is similar in spirit to
Ref. [51], where the aim is to “factor out” semiclassical
features of the system evolution using a Gaussian uni-
tary U(t), leaving only non-Gaussian quantum state evo-
lution in the interaction frame induced by U(t). In this
approach, ﬁ(t) is defined by a set of time-dependent pa-
rameters, whose evolution can follow nonlinear equations
of motion; in vacuum squeezing, for instance, this non-
linearity can faithfully capture pump depletion (which is
neglected in most Gaussian frameworks). While we focus
on the case of vacuum squeezing in this paper, the GIF
framework can, in principle, be extended to a broad class
of Hamiltonians and states.

Before we show how our approach can be applied to the
main problem of pulsed squeezing, which requires a mul-
timode treatment, we first illustrate the central ideas by
revisiting the quantum dynamics of single-mode squeez-
ing. We consider the canonical y(?) Hamiltonian
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where 0 is the normalized phase-mismatch, and a and b
are annihilation operators for the signal, or fundamental-
harmonic (FH), and pump, or second-harmonic (SH),
modes, respectively. The model is well-established
for describing x(?-nonlinear interactions in single-mode
resonators [52H54], while we emphasize that for modeling
pulsed squeezing, it is, at best, only a toy model, as the
broadband nature of waveguided parametric interactions
produces physics that are intrinsically multimode [35-
317. As we will see in this section, however, even the
quantum treatment of single-mode squeezing can be sig-
nificantly improved upon, which, as we will see, directly
translates into strategies for mitigating the generic in-
tractability of quantum multimode dynamics [39, [40] in
the pulsed setting.

For vacuum squeezing, we begin with a coherent state
in the pump mode and vacuum in the signal, i.e., the ini-
tial state |(0)) obeys (©(0)]ble(0)) = B(0), where 3(0)
is the initial pump amplitude. The state then evolves
canonically according to the Schrodinger equation

0, [p(1)) = H (1)) - (2)

In the semiclassical regime with |5(0)| > 1, the resulting
dynamics are well-approximated as single-mode Gaussian
squeezing of the signal while negligible depletion of the
pump occurs. In principle, however, the nonlinear dy-
namics produced by and can take |p(t)) out of
this Gaussian-state manifold, e.g., when there is signifi-
cant pump depletion [54].



In the approach that follows, we aim to reconcile these
two pictures by employing a hybrid parameterization of
|o(t)) that has both a significant Gaussian (i.e., semi-
classical) component and a relatively small but non-
negligible non-Gaussian (i.e., fully quantum) component.
Specifically, we “factor out” the semiclassical part of dy-
namics as a parametrized Gaussian unitary U(t), i.e.,
lp(t)) = U(t) |¢1(t)), where |or1(t)) represents the resid-
ual non-Gaussian features [5I]. Thus the dynamics of
|o(t)) are represented instead as the joint dynamics of

U(t) and |¢1(t)). Formally, the time evolution of |p1(t))
is given in the interaction frame of the unitary U(t) as

10y |1 (t)) = Hy(t) 1(t) (3a)

with an interaction-frame Hamiltonian
H(t) = U HU(t) — iU ()8, (). (3b)

It U (t) is appropriately chosen, only non-trivial quan-
tum features remain in the interaction frame, making (3
a ‘“compressed” version of the lab-frame dynamics (2.
In addition to this compression directly facilitating more
efficient numerical simulations, the identification of a
proper interaction frame can also be physically insightful:
in regimes where |p(¢)) is only negligibly non-Gaussian,
we can reasonably expect |¢r(t)) & |0), which then im-
plies |oq(t)) = U(t)]0) is a Gaussian state which faith-
fully approximates the true state |@(t)) = U(t) |¢1(t)).

The rest of the section is structured as follows. In
Sec. @ we specify a generic representation of U(t)
as a squeezing unitary effectively pumped by a time-
dependent function §(t), whose value at ¢ = 0 coincides
with the initial pump amplitude 5(0). In Sec. we
show that the conventional undepleted-pump approxi-
mation is equivalent to choosing B(t) = e **3(0). In
Sec. [[IC] we introduce the GIF given by a more refined
choice of f(t) taking finite pump depletion into account.
We show that, compared to the undepleted-pump ap-
proximation, the GIF provides a better Gaussian approx-
imation to the true quantum dynamics while also pre-
scribing a more efficient compressed representation for
the non-Gaussian part of the state.

A. Quantum dynamics in an interaction frame

As alluded to above, we choose a compressed represen-
tation of the quantum state by specifying a time-evolving
Gaussian unitary with the generic form

U(t) = DH)Q(1), (4)

where D(t) is a displacement operation and Q(t) is a sym-
plectic transformation [42] (i.e., phase shift and squeez-
ing). If the Hamiltonian H were Gaussian, i.e., contain-
ing terms only up to second order in operators, there

exist appropriate choices of D(t) and Q(t) that would
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FIG. 1. Illustration of a Gaussian interaction frame for single-
mode squeezing, depicted in terms of phase-space portraits
(i.e., Wigner functions). In the lab frame, the signal experi-
ences squeezing, while the pump experiences displacement,
both of which are generally time-dependent. Excitations
from the origin can be reduced by moving to an interaction
frame via an appropriate Gaussian transformation, here im-
plemented by a squeezing transformation () on the signal
and a displacement, transformation D(t) on the pump [51].

make Hi(t) = 0, completely eliminating dynamics in the
interaction frame and indicating that we have picked an
optimal interaction frame. Conversely, residual dynamics
in the interaction frame can be attributed to nontrivial
non-Gaussian quantum evolution that could not be fac-
tored out by U(t).

We specialize D(t) and Q(t) to the case of vacuum
squeezing, although as we discuss later, suitable modifi-
cations to the expressions below can also be made to ac-
commodate more general conditions. For vacuum squeez-
ing, we expect no displacement to occur in signal, since
G — —a is a symmetry of H and |¢(0)); thus D(¢) should
only involve pump operators. Additionally, in its role as
the pump, the pump is expected to remain close to a co-
herent state, and thus, we exclude squeezing of the pump
from Q(¢). In Fig. 1} we illustrate how the use of pump
displacement and signal squeezing can be used to com-
press excitations in the interaction frame. Concretely, we
parametrize U (t) using a time-dependent complex-valued
function B(t) as

D(t) = exp (8(1)b' - 5"(1)D) (52)

Vo(t) = % (B(Hal? + 5*(£)a%) + sbi, (5¢)

where T denotes time-ordering [55]. In this parameteri-
zation for Q(t), B(t) effectively drives the signal squeez-
ing, suggesting that a good choice for 5(t) would be some
estimation of the true pump amplitude (p(£)]blo(t)).
The goal in the following is to identify a reasonable choice
for () by attempting to minimize the dynamics in the



interaction frame, or, equivalently, to maximally capture
the Gaussian part of the system evolution.
To evaluate Hi(t) using we use
Ul(#)aU(t) = C(t)a + S(t)al (6a)
U (#)bU (t) = e~ + B(2), (6h)
where C(¢) and S(t) are Green’s functions with initial
conditions C'(0) = 1 and S(0) = 0; the general form
is referred to as a Bologiubov transformation [40]. It
can be shown that C(¢) and S(t) are determined by 5(t)
according to
0,C(t) = —ip(t)S™(t) (7a)
OrS(t) = —ip(t)C* (¢). (7b)

As a result, Hy(t) takes the simple form
Hi(t) = Hxi(t) + Hi(t), (8a)

consisting of a cubic nonlinear term

Hyy(t) =
and a linear term
Hy(t) = €% (68(t) —i0:8(t)) bT + Hee.. (8¢

It is worth noting that due to our choice of Q(t), terms of
the form QT(t)Vq(t)Q(t) internally cancel in the evalua-
tion of Hi(t), leaving no quadratic contributions in (8al).

B. The undepleted-pump approximation

One simple way of fixing () is to first ignore Hyr, (t)
altogether and choose B(t) so that Hy(t) = 0, assuming
that higher-order nonlinear terms fINL(t) have negligi-
ble contributions compared to Hy,(t). This choice corre-
sponds to taking 9;5(t) = —i0((t), with the solution

B(t) = e ' B(0). 9)

This functional form of B(¢) is particularly notable be-
cause the assumptions that (i) (@(t)[ble(t)) = B(t) as
given by (@) and (i) Hxi(t) = 0 are precisely equiva-
lent to the undepleted-pump approximation convention-
ally used to treat parametric downconversion and low-
efficiency squeezing. (More formally, the undepleted-
pump approximation is often performed via the substi-
tution b — S(t) as given by (@) in (T).)

In Fig. |2l we compare the squeezing dynamics calcu-
lated with the undepleted-pump approximation against
that of a full-quantum simulation in the few-pump-
photon regime. From the Wigner functions for the signal
mode in Fig. a), we see the undepleted-pump approx-
imation greatly overestimates the amount of squeezing.

4

Furthermore, since the approximation takes Hyy,(t) = 0
by construction, it also cannot capture the Wigner-
function negativity exhibited in the full-quantum simula-
tion. True to the name, the breakdown of the undepleted-
pump approximation is most clearly seen in the pump
depletion ratio

_ Neull)
Nsn(0)°

R(t) = (10)

where Ngu(t) = (b'h) is the total pump photon num-
ber at time t. As shown in Fig. b), a full-quantum
treatment exhibits pump depletion with a characteris-
tic asymptotic scaling R(t) ~ t2 for t — 0, whereas
R(t) = 0 under the undepleted-pump approximation. In
fact, perhaps unsurprisingly, the absence of pump deple-
tion leads to an unphysical growth in the generalized par-
ticle number N (t) = Ngy(t)+2Nsu(t), a conserved quan-
tity (sometimes called the Manly-Rowe invariant [31]) in
x® nonlinear interactions. These considerations show
how the undepleted-pump approximation may be insuf-
ficient to model squeezed light generation in the highly
nonlinear regime.

C. The Gaussian interaction frame

It turns out that by choosing §(t) differently, we can
further reduce the dynamics in the interaction frame be-
yond Hi(t) = Hyr,(t). Since the operators in (8b]) are not
normally ordered, Hxr, (t) induces trivial linear displace-
ments when acting on vacuum, which could have been
absorbed into B(t). Physically, this refinement in the
choice of S(t) can be seen as an improved estimate for
(o(t)]b|e(t)), incorporating some of the effects of pump
depletion. .

In this latter approach, we instead write Hi(t) as

Hi(t) = Hawe(t) + Hi (), (11a)

with a normally ordered nonlinear term

Herp(t) = 6;& bt (S2(t)a? + 2(CS)(t)ata + C*(t)a?)
+H.c. (11b)

and a different residual linear term

R . Giot
0 - o) + (5

Ct)S()bt + H.c.) . (11

Now, to completely eliminate linear dynamics in the in-
teraction frame, we can set 8(t) so that H{ (t) = 0 (as

opposed to just Hr(¢t) = 0 in the undepleted-pump ap-
proximation), which leads to

08(1) = —05() — COSW, (12
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FIG. 2. (a) Snapshot of the signal Wigner function at time

t = 1.5 in the lab frame (left) and the Gaussian interaction
frame (IF) (right) under single-mode squeezing. The orange,
turquoise, and dashed red ellipses superimposed on the left
plot represent the 1/ e?-width of the variances as predicted
by the undepleted-pump approximation, GIF approximation,
and the full-quantum simulation, respectively. (b) The pump
depletion ratio R(t) as a function of time as predicted by the
Gaussian IF approximation and the full-quantum simulation.
At small ¢, the GIF approximation yields an analytic scaling
R(t) = t*/2, shown as black dots. We use a phase-mismatch
of 6 = —0.5 and an initial pump excitation of §(0) = 1.0.
Full-quantum simulations are performed using QuantumOp-
tics.jl [56], a general-purpose package for numerical simulation
of quantum optics.

upon which we have PII(t) = Hearp (t). As promised, the
second term in accounts for depletion of pump pho-
tons as excitations are transferred to signal mode.

In the following, we refer to the interaction frame in-
duced by choosing §(t) according to as the Gaussian
interaction frame (GIF'). Additionally, in similar spirit
to the undepleted-pump approximation, we can make a
GIF apprommatzon by assuming (1) (o(t)|ble(t)) = B(t)
as given by (12) and (ii) Hae(t) = 0. Physically, the
GIF can be deﬁned as an interaction frame in which the
linear and quadratic operator terms are eliminated from
the interaction-frame Hamiltonian under the normal op-
erator ordering.

At this point, it should be clear that the notion of a
GIF as defined above for the case of pulsed squeezing can
be quite broadly generalized. By modifying the forms of
D(t) and Q(t) and making appropriate choices for the dy-
namics of various parameters analogous to §(t), we can in
principle define more general GIFs that can handle, e.g.,
non-zero displacement in the signal, pump-signal entan-
glement, () nonlinearities, and so on.

In Fig. 2l we also consider how the GIF approxima-
tion fares in estimating the squeezing dynamics. The
signal Wigner functions in Fig. a) show that the over-
estimation of squeezing is alleviated compared to the
undepleted-pump approximation. Moreover, as shown in
Fig. b), the GIF approximation reproduces early-time
dynamics of the pump depletion ratio R(t). In fact, one
can analytically show that R(t) ~ t2/2 asymptotically
for the GIF approximation as ¢ — 0 (see Appendix for
a complete derivation), which shows excellent agreement
with the full-quantum results. Another notable property
of the GIF approximation is that it explicitly preserves
the generalized particle number N (t), which can be eas-
ily verified by showing 9; N (t) = 0. The conservation of
N(t) and the absence of residual linear terms in Hi(t)
make the GIF a particularly attractive frame in which to
study the quantum dynamics of squeezing.

Finally, we can also perform quantum simulation in the
GIF as well, by evolving |¢r(t)) under Hor(t) (which is
equivalent to full-quantum simulation for the single-mode
case considered in this section). As seen to the right in
Fig. P[a), the Wigner function of the signal in the GIF
has a characteristic shape in which the squeezing present
in the lab frame (to the left) has been compensated. For
the rest of the paper, we show phase-space portraits in
the GIF rather than the lab frame unless otherwise spec-
ified.

III. BROADBAND SQUEEZING IN THE
GAUSSIAN INTERACTION FRAME

In this section, we apply the GIF framework developed
in the previous section to the main target of this research:
pulsed squeezed light generation in broadband x(® non-
linear waveguides. For the most part, we reuse the intu-
itions and notations developed for the single-mode case
while focusing this section primarily on the unique fea-
tures of the multimode system, which, as we show, ex-
hibits qualitatively different dynamics.

Formally, the single-mode model of squeezing consid-
ered in Sec. [[Il is “zero dimensional” in a sense that it
involves a few discrete modes, represented by annihila-
tion operators a and b. On the other hand, pulse prop-
agation in a nonlinear waveguide is a “one-dimensional”
problem, where we need to consider continuous quan-
tum fields ¢, and ¥, at every position along a spatial
coordinate z for the signal and pump, respectively. Intu-
itively, $. and ¥, are continuum analogues of a and b
respectlvely, and their commutation relations [<I>Z, <I> =
[\I/z, \Ifz,] = §(z — 2’) reflect the continuous nature of the
photon-polariton fields they annihilate. For a x(?) non-
linear waveguide, the dynamics of these quantum fields
(in a frame comoving with the signal) are generically gov-



erned by a Hamiltonian [3T], 57H60]

A:%/dz(‘i)?\ifz + 20f —f/dz cb*a2

+/dz (doxi/;xif —id, Ulo. 0, —@qﬁa? ) (13)

where we have performed appropriate normalization of
time and space coordinates. In this model, we approx-
imate the energy dispersions of signal and pump up to
second order around their carriers, and dy and d; re-
spectively describe the normalized phase mismatch and
group-velocity mismatch, while ds represents the ratio of
the group velocity dispersion of pump to that of signal.
Operator dynamics under follow

- 1 o
0,0, = —iaf@z + o1, (14a)

. A s dy . 1.
10,0, = dgW, —id,0,V, — ;azqu + 5@3, (14b)

where we see that c-number substitutions ®, — &, and
U, — W, produce the usual normalized coupled-wave
equations for classical x(?) nonlinear waveguide propaga-
tion [61].

While the Hamiltonian in the spatial domain
is convenient for capturing temporal information about
the pulse dynamics, a more concise description of pulse
squeezing is attained in the wavespace domain. To
this end, we consider Fourier-transformed fields és =
Jd= e 2ms2Q  and 1), = Jd= e2mis2 50 that

= [ asas’ (uedldl, + il dud) "
+ [ ds (ndlo.+ 6dli).

where quSS and ﬁs are respectively annihilation operators
for continuum monochromatic signal and pump modes,
obeying commutation relations [¢57¢i,] = [1#571#;] =
d(s — s’). We label these wavespace modes by the
wavenumber s, and the energy dispersion is now char-
acterized by v, = 1(27s)? and &6, = do + d1(27s) +
%d2(27rs)2, respectively.

For the pump, we consider an initial coherent-state
pump pulse with

<S0(O)|¢S|<ID(O)> = ﬁs(o)v (16)

while the signal begins in vacuum.

To parametrize U(t) in (@), we again introduce a time-

dependent function B4(t), under which we define

D) =exp ([ as (5.031 - 52(00.) )
Q(t) = Texp(—i/ot dat' f@(t’)), where

V() = 5 [ dsds' (B (0616] + 52,0 (0664

(17a)

(17b)

+ [ds (ndlon +.ld.) . (170

To calculate the interaction-frame Hamiltonian E[I(t) ac-
cording to (3b]), we note the operators transform as [35-
37)

U (t)dsU (1) = e 04, + By(t)
5.00) = [ dp (Cop0dy+5.,(06]) . (15b)

(18a)
Ut(t)psU(t) =

where the multimode Green’s functions Cj,(t) and
Ss.p(t) are determined by 5,(t) according to

0:Cs (1) = —i / Aq Busq(t)S2 (1) — 17.Cap(t)  (19)

Cyp(t) —ivsSsp(t).  (19b)

As in the single-mode case, ﬁl(t) can be decomposed
in two different ways:

Hy(t) = Hyy(t) + Hy(t)

= Heir(t) + H,(t)

(20a)
(20Db)

depending on operator ordering. The first decomposition

(20a) contains a linear term
Hy(t) = / ds et (5,85(t) — 10,8 (1)) ¥l + Hec., (21)

and by choosing () so that Hy(t) = 0, we obtain

Bs(t) = e 3,(0). (22)

Then, as in the single-mode case, we obtain dynamics
equivalent to a conventional undepleted-pump approxi-
mation for pulsed squeezing upon neglecting Hyry,(t).

Again, because fINL(t) is not normally ordered, it can
induce linear dynamics upon acting on a vacuum, which
are eliminated in with a normally-ordered cubic
term

Hep(t / dsds’dpdp’ e"ssﬂ’t?ﬂsﬁ,

x@mw » (DBh, + 25, ,(1)C,
+Cly(t)Cs 0%%)+Ho

QL
(23a)
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FIG. 3. (a) Signal photon spectral density (quSJquL) at time
t = 0.8 as predicted by various models, including a full-
quantum model using MPS. (b) Pump depletion ratio R(t) as
predicted by those same models (not including undepleted-
pump). We initialize the system with a Gaussian-shaped
pump pulse described by with Ngu(0) = 10. The disper-
sion parameters are chosen to be dg = di = 0 and d2 = 0.3.
Of the models considered here, the undepleted-pump approx-
imation and the GIF approximation are Gaussian models,
while the supermode non-Gaussian model (with Mpy = 2)
and the full-quantum MPS-based simulations can account for
non-Gaussian features. Black dots in (b) show the t — 0
asymptotic scaling of R(t) ~ 2t*/%/3v/2x analytically derived
with the GIF approximation.

and a residual linear term

A 1 . o
H{(t) = 3 /ds dpdg et (Cp,q(t)SS,p,q(t)z/Jl + H.c.)

+ Hy(t). (23b)
By enforcing fI]C (t) = 0 to minimize trivial linear dynam-
ics in the interaction frame, we obtain a modified choice
of Bs(t) as

05u(8) = ~i8.5.(8) ~ 5 [ dpdaCpa0Sucpalt), (20

under which Hi(t) = Hqre(t). The interaction frame
parametrized by defines the multimode Gaussian in-
teraction frame (GIF) for pulsed squeezing. As in the
single-mode case, we use the term GIF approximation to
refer to the Gaussian dynamics obtained by neglecting
Hgir(t).

In Fig. [3] we study pulsed squeezing in the few-pump
photon regime where quantum non-Gaussianity can have
a qualitative effect on the dynamics. Here, we compare

the undepleted-pump approximation and the GIF ap-
proximation against a full-quantum matrix product state
(MPS) simulation [28] 62], [63]. For concreteness, we con-
sider a Gaussian-shaped pump

B5(0) = N (0)mt/ e~ (m)"/2 (25)

with initial pump photon number Ngy(0) = 10. Fig-
ure a) shows the signal photon spectral density, <g5£q3§>,
where we observe the undepleted-pump approximation
significantly overestimates signal power, while inclusion
of finite pump depletion via the GIF approximation mit-
igates the discrepancy.

As in Fig. b), Fig. b) shows the pump depletion
ratio R(¢). Interestingly, the multimode case exhibits a
fractional asymptotic scaling of R(t) ~ t3/2 at t — 0,
which is qualitatively different from the polynomial scal-
ing R(t) ~ t? of the single-mode model. Such scaling
differences highlight the effects of multimode physics in-
trinsic to pulse propagation [64]. In fact, using the GIF
approximation, we can analytically derive that R(¢) ~
2t3/2 / 3v2r regardless of the pulse shape, under appro-
priate conditions (see Appendix |A| for details), which
shows excellent agreement with the MPS simulation. As
for the single-mode GIF approximation, the generalized
particle number N(¢) is also explicitly preserved in the
multimode case. Thus, the dynamics of the GIF uni-
tary faithfully capture the Gaussian features of pulsed
squeezing, including leading-order corrections associated
with pump depletion.

At later times, however, we see that the GIF ap-
proximation eventually also overestimates both the sig-
nal spectrum and the pump depletion ratio, due to the
contribution from Hgir(t) producing non-Gaussian fea-
tures (e.g., Wigner-function negativity) in |¢r(¢)) at later
times. Thus, to accurately describe squeezed light gen-
eration in a highly non-classical regime, we also need to
take into account the non-Gaussian dynamics in the GIF.

IV. MODELING NON-GAUSSIANITY WITHIN
GIF-PRINCIPAL SUPERMODES

In contrast to the single-mode case, where the Gaus-
sian interaction frame has resulted in a much simpler
parametrization of the quantum dynamics, we still do not
yet have a tractable numerical model for pulsed squeez-
ing. This is because a generic representation of |¢r(t))
still requires a Hilbert-space dimension exponential in
the number of modes, making naive numerical simula-
tions intractable.

For one-dimensional waveguides with few-photon
pulses, it has been shown MPS is a natural and effi-
cient way to reduce multimode complexity by exploiting
the locality of 1D interactions [28], which predominantly
produces short-range entanglement. However, scaling of
MPS methods to larger photon numbers remains difficult,
because strong spectral-temporal multimode squeezing



(e.g., due to the Gaussian part of the dynamics) can lead
to significant growth of long-range entanglement and re-
quire larger MPS bond dimension [63].

An alternative method, which has been particu-
larly well-developed for treating pulsed squeezing in
the undepleted-pump limit, is to account for spectral-
temporal multimode interactions using the concept of
pulse supermodes [35H37), 4L [65], [66]. In this approach, we
express the dynamics in a truncated basis of low-order,
principal waveforms comprising the pulse envelope. An
efficient choice of such supermodes can concisely extract
the essential features of the pulse dynamics. Such an
approach has been leveraged, for instance, in Ref. [45]
to unravel the nonlinear quantum dynamics of ultrafast
optical parametric oscillators.

Following this approach, we introduce in this section
a prescription for choosing GIF-principal supermodes,
which provide a time-dependent supermode decomposi-
tion for Hgrr(t) and |pi(t)) in the GIF to capture the
predominant non-Gaussian dynamics. The use of such a
“morphing supermode” [44] subspace can facilitate effi-
cient numerical simulation of quantum pulse propagation
even in regimes of large photon number, where MPS-
based techniques are not suitable.

Let us denote general signal and pump supermodes in
the GIF as

i (1) = / dsAp () bs, by (t) = / ds By, s (t)0s (26)

with integer indices m € {0,1,2,---} and normal-
ization conditions [ds A} (t)Ans s(t) = Opmme and
Yoo A (DA% L (t) = (s — &), and similarly for
pump. Equivalently, ¢, = Ym0 Ay o (t)am (t) (and sim-
ilarly for b,,(t) and 1b,). The Hamiltonian can be rewrit-
ten in this supermode basis as

Aar(®)=5 S {B0) (mema(0al, a0 (@7)
£,m,n=0

+ 20 (8)ad, (£)én (t) + Eo.mon (E)am (£)an(t)) + Hee.}

with tensors
T— / dsdpdqdr 6165tSp’qSS,p’TBg’SAm’qAn’T

Vomn = /dsdpdqdreiéstSp,qcs—pWBf,sAm,qu,r

m,q n,r:

(28)

Eomn = / dsdpdqdr e®'C, ,C,_, By A%, A

To attain a reduced system description, we choose Mgy
and Mgy supermodes for signal and pump, respectively,
and neglect the dynamics of the other supermodes. At
any given time ¢, these selected (Mpy+ Mgy ) supermodes
span a non-Gaussian supermode subspace S(t), and we
denote the rest of the Hilbert space as £(¢). Formally,

we approximate |p(t)) with the reduced state

G(1)) = U(#) |21(1)) = U(t) [es (1)) @ |0¢) -

Intuitively, |@1(¢)) is a supermode-truncated approxima-
tion of |¢r(t)) in the GIF, which involves only non-trivial
dynamics in the subspace S(t), while dynamics in £(%)
remain trivial (i.e., that component of the state remains
in vacuum). Thus, aside from the Gaussian frame dy-
namics U (t), we only need to specify the dynamics for
lpos(t)), which is given by

(29)

10, s (1)) = (o () + Hneri (1) los (1), (30)

where the tilde on the Hamiltonian terms denotes that
they have been projected onto S(t). Since S(t) is spanned
by a time-dependent basis, we must include the inertial
terms

Mru—1

ﬁinertial(t): Z /ds(iA:L,s(t)atAm,S(t))&In(t)&n(t)
m,n=0
Msu—1
=30 [aBL0ABn O OWO. G
m,n=0

It is essential to choose A, s(t) and B, s(t), such
that S(t) maximally contains the non-Gaussian dynam-
ics. Upon a close inspection of Hgip (t) given in ,
only terms composed solely of creation operators can act
non-trivially on a vacuum. This observation motivates
us to choose S(t) by looking at the dynamics induced by

G

1 . A A A
5 /dS ds’ dp dp/ 615'§+S/tw1+5/ (Ss,p(t)(bzss/,p/ (t)ﬁb;)
(32)

where the Green’s functions Ss ,(t) play the role of ef-
fective coupling matrices between signal fields and pump
fields. Mathematically, the effects of these couplings can
be concisely unraveled with a singular value decomposi-
tion (SVD). Specifically, we can write [35H37]

Cop(t) =D W, cosh Ay Vi (33a)
m=0

Sep(t) =Y Wy, ;sinh A, Vi (33b)
m=0

where sinh A,,,(t) > 0 are the singular values of S; 4(t)
sorted in descending order. Intuitively, the mth right
singular vector V,, ,,(t) represents a signal spectral wave-
form that is coupled to pump fields via S ,(t) with
corresponding strength sinh A, (¢). Therefore, a reason-
able way to choose Mpy signal supermodes is A, (1) =
Vm)s(t) for m € {O, 1, ceey MFH — 1}

In Fig. [|(a), we show the structure of the Green’s func-
tion S; ,(t) given an initial Gaussian-shaped pump .
In this example, the structure of the singular vectors is

)
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FIG. 4. (a) Structure of the magnitude of Green’s function
|Ss,»(t)|* and (b) the major singular values sinh A, of S ,(t),
both shown at time ¢t = 0.8 for the waveguide parameters
and initial condition from Fig. In (b), waveforms of the
GIF-principal signal supermodes A, s(t) = Vi, s(t) are shown
above the bars, where the upper and lower rows depict the
real and imaginary parts of A, s(¢), respectively.

primarily determined by the initial shape of the pump
pulse with corrections from the dispersion and the deple-
tion of the pump [25]. As shown in Fig. b), rapid decay
of the singular value spectrum indicates that only a few
signal supermodes are needed to capture dynamics in the
GIF.

Finally, to complete the prescription, we also need to
identify pump supermodes that are most strongly cou-
pled to the signal supermodes chosen above. After trun-
cating to the first Mpy signal supermodes, reduces
to

Mpyg—1

Gr Y / ds Ky o011, (081, (), (34a)
0

m,m’=

where

1 .
K mry,s(t) = 3 sinh Ay, sinh A,/ /dp e‘5stWr’;7pW;
(34b)

In general, there exist (2Mpy — 1) independent vec-
tors Ky, m),s(t) involved in , indicating G directly
couples Mgy = (2Mpp — 1) supermodes in the pump
to the signal supermodes. Thus, K, m)s(t) defines a
non-orthogonal set of vectors (in s) indexed by (m,m’)
that we can orthonormalize into a new set Ky s(t) in-
dexed by k € {0,1,..., Mgy — 1}. We finally take this
orthonormalized set to be the pump supermodes, i.e.,
By s(t) = Kj s(t). We refer to the set of supermodes
Ap,s(t) and B, s(t) constructed via this prescription as
the GIF-principal supermodes.

Using the GIF-principal supermodes, we can perform
efficient numerical simulation of non-Gaussian dynamics
in the GIF-principal supermode subspace S(t). As shown
in Fig. 3] this non-Gaussian (GIF-principal) supermode
model exhibits better agreement with the full-quantum
(MPS) simulation than any Gaussian approximation, in-
cluding the GIF approximation, indicating that physics
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FIG. 5. Wigner functions of the GIF-principal supermodes
in the interaction frame at time ¢ = 0.8 calculated using the
supermode non-Gaussian model with Myu = 2 (left column)
and a full-quantum MPS simulation (right column). Top and
bottom rows show the most major signal and pump super-
modes, respectively, where the most major pump supermode
is Bo,s(t) o< K(0,0),s(t). The waveguide paramters and ini-
tial condition is the same as that considered in Fig. See
Appendix [B] for methods used to calculate the phase-space
portraits of quantum states encoded in the MPS representa-
tion.

beyond Gaussian quantum optics need to be taken into
account. The emergence of non-Gaussian features can be
easily seen in the Wigner function in the GIF: As shown
in Fig. [5] the most major signal GIF-principal supermode
exhibits a visible amount of Wigner-function negativity
in the GIF, a genuine quantum non-Gaussian feature that
cannot be captured by any semiclassical model [32, 33].
Furthermore, the Wigner function of the pump takes a
droplet-like non-Gaussian shape, highlighting the break-
down of the conventional assumption that the pump re-
mains in a coherent state. The good agreement between
|#1(t)) given by a GIF-principal supermode simulation
with |p1(t)) given by a full-quantum (MPS) simulation
shows the validity of the supermode reduction to describe
non-Gaussian effects in pulsed squeezing deep in the few-
pump photon regime.

V. NON-GAUSSIAN QUANTUM PHYSICS IN
MESOSCOPIC PULSED SQUEEZING

Having formulated a tractable quantum model using
GIF-principal supermodes, we now proceed to study
how non-Gaussian quantum dynamics can affect the
generation of pulsed squeezed light in the mesoscopic
regime [67H70], where the number of photons involved is



neither very large (which falls under an undepleted-pump
approximation) nor very small (which results in highly
quantum behavior qualitatively different from squeez-
ing [29] 64 [71]). Experimentally, this would correspond
to situations in which considerable (anti-)squeezing (e.g.,

~ 15dB) can be generated with only dozens to hun-
dreds of pump photons. Such an operating regime is
of primary interest from a technological perspective be-
cause it is squarely on the near-term horizon of ongoing
efforts to increase power efficiency in nonlinear nanopho-
tonics [72H75]. In addition, a mesoscopic system where
non-Gaussian quantum states exist alongside significant
mean-field/Gaussian excitations can provide an excel-
lent platform for quantum photonics as multi-photon
interactions can effectively enhance material nonlinear-
ities [22], [76-78].

The analysis of pulsed squeezed light generation con-
ventionally proceeds by considering the squeezing su-
permodes of the system. In the lab frame, they are
defined by supermode annihilation operators fm(t) =
Jds Wm7s(t)gz§s [35H37]. These squeezing supermodes are
directly connected to the GIF-principal supermodes (de-
fined in the GIF) via

Ut f,uU = cosh A, + sinh Apal, . (35)

Using , we can evaluate lab-frame squeezing by cal-
culating the quadrature variances

(1 X2(fm) o) = €T (01 X2 () |eo1)
(O P (fm) ) = €2 (01| P*(am) lip1) ,

where X (¢) = (¢4 ¢f)/v/2 and P(¢) = (¢ — ét)/+/2i. No-
tice that if non-Gaussian contributions can be ignored,
ie., |p1) = |0), each squeezing supermode is populated
with a pure squeezed-vacuum state. On the other hand,
finite excitation in the GIF, i.e., |¢1) # |0), can result
in nontrivial, non-Gaussian corrections to the observed
lab-frame supermode squeezing. Notice that the relation-
ship indicates that, physically, the signal waveforms
that predominantly accumulate non-Gaussian quantum
features actually coincide with the conventional squeez-
ing supermodes.

In Fig. [6] we numerically show how, for squeezed light
generation in the mesoscopic regime, pump depletion can
generate quantum non-Gaussianity and ultimately lead
to significant corrections in both squeezing levels and
state purity. We consider a Gaussian-shaped pump
with a mesoscopic excitation of Ngg(0) = 200 and per-
form numerical quantum simulations using GIF-principal
supermodes according to , comparing the results
against Gaussian predictions by both the undepleted-
pump approximation and the GIF approximation.

As shown in Fig. @(a), the system exhibits pump de-
pletion as large as 10 %, extracting 20 photons from the
pump and potentially generating 40 photons worth of
signal vacuum squeezing. Under a multimode Gaus-
sian model, we would naively expect > 20dB of squeez-
ing in the most major squeezing supermode, as shown
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FIG. 6. Squeezing dynamics under various models as a func-
tion of propagation time ¢t. (a) Pump depletion ratio R(t);
(b) Squeezing of the quadrature variance (p|P?(fo)|e) for the
most major squeezing supermode fo; (c) purity in fo and its
correlation with the entanglement entropy between signal and
pump (calculated with all modes). Of the models considered
here, the undepleted-pump approximation and the GIF ap-
proximation are Gaussian models, while the supermode non-
Gaussian (with Mpr = 2) can account for non-Gaussian fea-
tures. In this simulation, we use an initial Gaussian-shaped
pump with initial photon number Ngu(0) = 200 propa-
gating in a waveguide with dispersion parameters do = di =0
and d2 = 1.0. In (b), we also show how squeezing levels de-
grade under assuming 4 % discrete loss occurring at the end
of the waveguide, for the Gaussian IF approximation (orange)
and the supermode non-Gaussian model (green).

in Fig. @(b) However, when we include non-Gaussian
corrections, the squeezing saturates at a much lower
level as a result of excess quadrature noise contributed
by non-Gaussian excitations in the GIF according to
(36). It is particularly notable that the non-Gaussian
corruption has comparable or even larger impact than
linear loss, which conventionally sets the primary limit
on squeezed-light generation in most experiments: As
shown in Fig. |§|(b)7 the addition of 4% of linear loss to
the GIF (i.e., Gaussian) approximation results in a de-
graded squeezing level similar to that of the lossless non-
Gaussian model, indicating that non-Gaussian degrada-
tion dominates for system losses below =~ 4%. Fur-
thermore, when linear loss is added to the non-Gaussian
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FIG. 7. Wigner function of the most major GIF-principal sig-
nal supermode do (left) and that of a hybrid signal-pump GIF
supermode (right), both at ¢ = 0.18. The hybrid supermode
chosen corresponds to cos ¢ ao + et sind)l;o with ¢ = 0.197
and € = 0.027, where bg is the most major pump supermode
By,s(t) < K(0,0),5(t). We use the same waveguide parameters
and initial conditions as in Fig.

model, we note they simply add up.

As shown in Fig. @(c), we also see the purity of the
most major squeezing supermode (after partial-tracing
out the pump) decays rapidly with the onset of pump
depletion and non-Gaussianity. It is worth emphasiz-
ing that the loss in purity primarily stems from entan-
glement between signal and pump in the GIF-principal
supermodes rather than trivial correlations between dif-
ferent signal supermodes. To see this more clearly, we
superimpose the entanglement entropy [I] between sig-
nal and pump in Fig. @(C), where we observe a strong
correlation between the decrease in the purity and the
increase of the signal-pump entanglement.

Compared to the fewer-photon operation studied in
Figs. [l and [f] significant pump depletion and its accom-
panying non-Gaussian features appear earlier, which re-
flects greater enhancement of the nonlinear rate by the
larger peak photon density.

It is worth noting that the degradations in squeez-
ing and purity are inherently non-Gaussian in origin and
cannot be mitigated by additional Gaussian operations.
Specifically, we have observed that no other supermode
exhibits squeezing significantly better than the most ma-
jor squeezing supermode used here. These observations
underscore the importance of properly accounting for
non-Gaussian quantum physics as we design and engineer
nonlinear photonic devices in the mesoscopic regime.

At the same time, however, the appearance of physics
beyond the Gaussian limit suggests significant poten-
tial of pulsed mesoscopic optics as a novel platform for
quantum engineering and information processing, e.g., as
an all-optical, high-bandwidth source of quantum non-
Gaussian light [33} B4]. To highlight this emergence of
genuine non-classical features in the quantum state, we
can examine in more detail phase-space portraits of the
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dominant supermodes in the GIF. In Fig. [, we show
the Wigner function of the most major GIF-principal
signal supermode and of a hybridized signal-pump GIF-
principal supermode. The latter inclusion of pump via
hybridization reveals the presence of significant Wigner-
function negativity, indicating that the non-Gaussian fea-
tures of the state consist of strong non-classical correla-
tions between signal and pump, which is a prevailing fea-
ture in strongly nonlinear y(?) interactions such as the
quantum propagation of simultons [28] (i.e., quadratic
solitons).

VI. EXPERIMENTAL PROSPECTS

In this section, we discuss experimental parameter
regimes of x(?) nonlinear waveguides where non-Gaussian
quantum physics are expected to play critical roles. For
this purpose, we relate the normalized propagation time
to experimentally relevant parameters; A unit normal-
ized time of ¢ = 1 corresponds to a physical propagation
distance on a waveguide of [28]

o — 3 |Feul
X® = A g
(hwsun)

where the pump frequency wsn/2m = ¢/Agn is related
to the pump carrier wavelength Agg, and ki is the
group velocity dispersion of the signal. Experimental
measure of the magnitude of x(® nonlinearity is given
via the normalized small-signal conversion efficiency of
the second harmonic generation 7 with the units of
[power™! - length 2.

We note that Lx(z) is to be interpreted as a single-
photon nonlinear length over which a single pump pho-
ton downconverts to a pair of signal photons. However,
beyond the few-photon regime, non-Gaussian features
could emerge over a much shorter propagation length
Lg, since multi-photon (i.e., peak-intensity) effects can
enhance the effective nonlinear dynamical rate. Here,
we phenomenologically denote Leg = ’/‘Lx(z), where r is
a dynamics-dependent factor representing this enhance-
ment. For the mesoscopic pump pulse studied in Sec. [V]
we observe non-classical features at a distance roughly an
order of magnitude shorter than L, (), or with r ~ 0.18.
When the characteristic (i.e., 3dB) power attenuation
length Ljoss of a waveguide is much longer than Leg, the
coherence of the quantum nonlinear dynamics of interest
are expected to survive.

For a given material, scaling the waveguide geometries
with respect to the operating wavelength results in n ~
)\S_é and LX(2> ~ )\é%/ 3, whose strong scaling with Agg
motivates operations in the regime of shorter wavelength
to enhance nonlinearity [27], [64]. Towards this end, a re-
cent experiment at Agg = 456.5nm on PPLN nanopho-
tonics has demonstrated conversion efficiency as high
as 7 = 330 W~ lem™2 (33000 %W ~'em™2) [79], which,
assuming an advanced dispersion engineering |kgy| =

(37)



1fs2mm™!, leads to Leg = 1.4cm. Notably, Lioe = 1m,
which corresponds to propagation loss of ~ 1% over a
distance Leg with r = 0.18, has been achieved on the
same material platform [80]. These numbers suggest that
coherent non-Gaussian quantum physics studied in this
work could become relevant for engineering and designing
highly-nonlinear nanophotonics in the near future.

VII. CONCLUSION

In this research, we study how non-Gaussian quantum
effects can arise in the generation of pulsed squeezed
light. To handle the complicated multimode quantum
dynamics involved in this analysis, we present a novel
modeling approach where we first identify a semiclassical
approximation to the squeezing dynamics and then uti-
lize that information to isolate the non-Gaussian quan-
tum dynamics through the construction of the GIF. Com-
pared to a conventional undepleted-pump approxima-
tion, the semiclassical dynamics captured by the GIF in-
clude nonlinear effects such as pump depletion caused by
strong optical nonlinearity.

By predicting the nominal structure of the multimode
squeezing, the GIF crucially allows us to identify a small
set of principal supermodes that predominantly partic-
ipate in the non-Gaussian part of the dynamics. After
truncating the quantum model in the GIF to a few-mode
subspace spanned by these GIF-principal supermodes, we
can perform efficient quantum simulations of the non-
Gaussian dynamics and hence obtain corrections to the
nominal Gaussian description.

Using this framework, we study pulsed squeezing in
the mesoscopic regime involving dozens to hundreds
of pump photons. In this regime of operation, the
pump has a mean field sufficiently large to drive strong
squeezing, while at the same time it also experiences
enough depletion for the quantum-mechanical (i.e., dis-
crete) nature of photons to emerge as non-Gaussian fea-
tures such as Wigner-function negativity. An interesting
consequence—with implications for applications like CV
quantum computation and Gaussian boson sampling—is
that non-Gaussian effects can “degrade” the quality of
the squeezed light, e.g., by inducing excess quadrature
noise and state impurity due to signal-pump entangle-
ment, which cannot be mitigated by additional Gaussian
operations.

On the other hand, these observations also herald a
unique opportunity to harness coherent non-Gaussianity
for a wide range of all-optical, high-bandwidth quan-
tum applications. Notably, the recent state of the art
in nonlinear nanophotonics suggests experimental access
to such non-Gaussian physics is on the horizon. We ex-
pect our results to guide experimental efforts towards this
important milestone, while simultaneously advancing our
theoretical capabilities for understanding and manipulat-
ing the rich, multimode non-Gaussian physics inherent to
broadband quantum optics.
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APPENDIX A: ASYMPTOTIC SCALING OF
PUMP DEPLETION

In this section, we use the equations of motion provided
by the GIF approximation to derive analytic expressions
for the asymptotic scaling as t — 0 of the pump depletion
ratio R(t), defined in (T0). We start with the single-mode
example and then generalize to the full multimode model
of squeezing.

According to and , the single-mode GIF is gov-
erned by equations

1

Au(t) = ~i88(t) — 5C()S ()
9, C(t) = —ip(t)S™(t)
9:S(t) = —iB(H)C*(t).

(A1)

By applying Picard iteration [81] twice for the initial con-
ditions C'(0) = 1 and S(0) = 0, we obtain

2, 1) BO2  (A2)

590) = 0) - 6300 — (§ + §

leading to

L pepp e
RO~1= 50 = 2

(A3)
as t — 0. Here, parenthetical superscripts denote the
order of the Picard iterate.

We next consider multimode pulsed squeezing, focus-
ing in particular on quasi-degenerate operation in which
dy =~ 0. According to the equations of motion for the



GIF approximation and , we have

atBS(t) = —%/dp dg ei(és_'Yp_'YS—P)tépﬁq(t)sf57p’q(t)
0:Cs p(t) = =i / dgeletra 0 5oy (1)Ss (1) (A4)
0S5 p( / dg a0 B L (H)Cr (1),

where we have introduced B¢(t) = e 9! B,(t), Cs (1) =
e st 0y (1), and S, ,(t) = e 1418, ,(¢). Starting from
initial conditions B5(0) = B, Cs,(0) = (s — p), and
Ss.p(0) = 0, the first-order Picard iterates are

BV(t) = Bs(0)

CE)(t) = 8(s —p) (A5)

. —iAg ,t\ . Agpt\ =
SM(t) = —it exp(ﬂ) sinc (2p> Bs+p(0),
with Agp = ds4p — Vs — Vp- The second-order Picard

iterate for fs(t) is
BA(t) — Bs(0)

i t i /= =
= —5/0 dt’/dpdquS‘”'”t ng}q)(t’)sﬁl_)m(t’)

2 t : ! !
= _5:(0) / dt'/dp t exp<lASp’pt )sinc <A5p’pt >
2/, 2 2

While requires numerical evaluation in general, we
can obtain an analytic solution when the pump band-
width is relatively narrow compared to the signal band-
width; in this case, only excitations near the carrier
(i.e., s = 0) contribute to the final result. If we there-
fore ignore the s dependence in the integral by writing
AsppmApp,

(A6)

BO) (1) ~ B,(0) (1 (A7)

1 - t3/2>
3V 2w

1
o
1

Warr,m(z,p) =

- Wlab,m(x/7 p/)7

where 2/ = r2 x and p’ = r;2p. As a result, the Wigner

function of the squeezing supermode Wiap, (2, p’) is di-
rectly related to Waip m(z,p) by a simple scaling of
phase-space coordinates.

In our MPS simulations, we obtain an MPS representa-

dyr e 1pyTr{<X fm =

13

where we have also employed dy =~ 0. As a result, the
asymptotic scaling as ¢t — 0 for the multimode pump
depletion ratio is

t3/2

R(t) ~ (A8)

APPENDIX B: PHASE-SPACE PORTRAITS OF
SUPERMODES

In this section, we derive the relationship between
the phase-space distributions of the GIF-principal super-
modes (in the GIF) and the squeezing supermodes (in
the lab frame) for the signal. This is useful for compar-
ing phase-space portraits produced by simulations in the
non-Gaussian supermode model with those produced by
MPS simulations.

By virtue of , we have
where r,, = e, and X (&) = (¢ + ¢f)/v/2 is a quadra-
ture operator for a given mode annihilation operator ¢.
Denoting an eigenstate of X(¢) with eigenvalue = by
| X (é) = x), we have

| X (am) = 2) = rnUT| X (fin) =r22),  (B2)
which is what allows us to relate the phase-space repre-
sentation of the GIF-principal supermode a,, to that of
the squeezing supermode fm.

The Wigner quasi-probability distribution of the GIF-
principal supermode G, is [82]

Warr,m(x,p) = % /dy e Y (B3)
% T { (X (@m) = 2 + /2|1 (1| X (am) = 2 — y/2) }.

where the trace naturally excludes contributions by all
other supermodes. By substituting (B2]) in (B3], we have

=12, (z+y/2)|e)| X (fm) =7 (x*y/2)>}

= % /dy/ e*iply/Tr{<X(fm) — l'/ +y,/2|90><90|X(fm) _ fﬂ/ o y//2>}

(B4)

(

tion of the lab-frame state |p). To calculate phase-space
portraits in the GIF from an MPS, we can first calculate
Wiab,m using the demultiplexing algorithm in Ref. [28].
Then, simple scaling of coordinates via produces the
corresponding phase-space portrait in the GIF.
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